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AKTyanbHOCTb. BHepeHWe B NPaKTUKY BE3MKOCKOMUYECKOrO (TPaHCBE3NKabHOro, MHEBMOBE3UKOCKOMMU-
yeckoro) goctyna (BA) npu neyeHmMm aHoManuii 1 3aboneBaHUM Ny3blPHO-MOYETOYHMKOBOIO COYCTbA U MOoYe-
BOTO Ny3bIpsA, KaK abTePHATUBbI OTKPbLITOM XMPYPrUW, AeNaeT akTyasbHbIM n3ydeHne 3dGeKTMBHOCTM AAaHHOTO
[0CTyna Npu e4eHnm ny3blpHO-MOYEeTOYHUKOBOTO pedatokca (MMVIP) n 06CTpyKLMM ypeTepo-BE3MKANbHOTO COo-
ycTtbs (OYBC).

Uenb uccnepoBaHusa. MsyyeHune sapPpeKTMBHOCTM BE3UKOCKOMMYECKOW PEMMMIAHTALLMUN NPU NY3bIPHO-MO-
4YeTOYHUKOBOM pedtoKce 1 0BCTPYKLMM ypeTepoBE3MKANIbHOMO COYCTbA.

Matepuanbl n meroapl. C anpena 2013 r. no utonb 2017 r. ¢ NICNONL30BAHMEM BE3MKOCKOMUYECKOro A0-
cTyna npoonepupoBaHbl 134 naumeHTa no nosogy NMP (177 moyeTouHUKoB) 1 24 naumeHTa no nosogy OYBC
(25 moueTouHMKoB), Bcero 158 peTeit, B Bo3pacTe oT 2x mecaues o 18 net. [ins onpeaeneHmsa nokasaHui K
onepauum UCnonb3oBanmch ¥Y3M, akcKkpeTopHasa yporpadusa, peTporpagHan MMKLMOHHAA LMCToypeTporpadus.

Pe3ynbratbl. CpeaHsaa nNpoao/ I KUTE/IbHOCTb onepauuii ¢ ucnonb3osaHnem B/l y Bcex 60/bHbIX COCTaBK-
na 128,6£50,0 MuH., y 6onbHbIX ¢ MMP — 121,6+44,1 MMH., YTO HECKONIbKO MeHbLuLe Yem y aeteit ¢ OYBC —
168,9162,4 muH. MNocneonepaumoHHbIi Nepuoa B cTauMoHape coctaBun 6,3+2 4cyt., B rpynne NMMVIP —
5,9+2,1cyt., B rpynne OYBC —8,1+3,1cyT. Y naumeHTtoB ¢ MMP pedntokc ycTpaHeH - y 131 naumenTa (97,7%),
B rpynne ¢ OYBC — o6cTpyKumaA ycTpaHeHa y 23 naumeHToB (95,8%). MocneonepaunoHHble OCOKHEHUA BO3-
HUKAM B 25 cnyyasx (15,8%) n oueHMBanMcb No Knaccupurkaumm KnasbeH-AMHAO. PeumamBbl BO3HUKAN Y
3 naumeHToB B rpynne ¢ MMP u y oaHoro — B rpynne ¢ OYBC. K KoHBepcuu npuwnocb npuberHyts B 3 (1,8%)
cnyyasnx: oguH pas B rpynnbl ¢ OYBC (4,1%) n asaxabl B rpynne MMP (1,5%).

BbiBogbl. B rpynne 60sbHbix ¢ [MVIP NPOLLEHT OCN0KHEHWUI A0CTOBEPHO HUXKeE, Yem B rpynne ¢ OYBC, uto
MOXKET bbITb CBA3AHO C 60/1ee CTapLIMM BO3PACTOM NALMEHTOB C PedIOKCOM, U, KaK CnescTBme 3Toro, ¢ 60/b-
LWMM 06BEMOM MOYEBOTO Ny3bIPA WU MPOCTPAHCTBA ANA MaHUNyAAUMiA xupypra. Obwaa adpdeKkTMBHOCTL Npo-
Lesypbl CONOCTaBMMA C pe3ynbTaTaMmn OTKPbITOM XMpyprum B obeunx rpynnax. O4HAKO NPOLEHT OCIOXHEHUI
OCTaeTCs AO0CTaTOYHO BbICOKMM, 0COBEHHO B rpynne ¢ ob6cTpyKumen B 06/1acti YBC, UTO MOKET ObITb CBA3AHO C
6onee MaagLIMM BO3PACTOM NaLMEHTOB 3TOM KaTeropuu, a 3HAYUT U MeHbLUIMM 06 BEMOM MOYEBOTO My3bIpA.

KnioueBble cnoBa: AeTW; BE3MKOCKONMUYECKMIA AOCTYM; Ny3blpHO-MOYETOYHUKOBbIN pedNtoKC;
06CTPYKLUMA YpeTepo-Be3MKaNIbHOIO COYCTbA
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Comparative analysis of efficacy of ureteral reimplantation at
vesicoureteral reflux and ureterovesical junction obstruction using
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Rationale. Implementation of vesicoscopic (transvesical, pneumovesicoscopic) approach (VA) in the
treatment of abnormalities and diseases of vesico-ureteral junction and a urinary bladder as alternative to
the open surgery makes it relevant to study efficacy of such approach in the treatment of vesicoureteral reflux
(VUR) and ureterovesical junction obstruction (UVJO).

Aim. To study efficacy of vesicoscopic reimplantation in vesicoureteral reflux and ureterovesical junction
obstruction.

Materials and methods. From April, 2013 to July 2017 we carried out vesicoscopic surgery in 134 patients
with VUR (177 ureters) and 24 patients with UVJO (25 ureters), 158 children at the age of 2 months-18 years in
total. To determine indications to the surgery USI, excretory urography, retrograde voiding cystourethrography
were used.

Results. Average duration of the surgery with use of VA in all patients was 128.6£50.0 min, in patients
with VUR - 121.6+44.1 min, that slightly less than in children with UVIO — 168.9462.4 min. Duration of
postoperative period was 6.3+2.4 days, in the VUR group — 5.9£2.1 days, in the UVJO group — 8.1+3.1days. In
patients with VUR reflux was repaired in 131 patients (97.7 %), in the UVJO group obstruction was eliminated
in 23 patients (95.8%). Postoperative complications developed in 25 cases (15.8%) and assessed according to
Clavien-Dindo classification. Relapses developed in 3 patients from the VUR group and in 1 patient from the
UVJO group. We had to use conversion in 3 (1.8%) cases: once in the UVJO group (4.1%) and twice - in the
VUR group (1.5%).

Conclusions. In the VUR group the percent of complications was significantly lower than in the UVJO
group, that may be due to older age of the patients with reflux and as a result due to large bladder volume
and space for surgeon manipulation. Total efficacy of the procedure is comparable to the results of the open
surgery in both groups. But the percent of complications remains enough high, especially in the group with
obstruction in the area of UVJ, that may be due to younger age of the patients in such category and, as a
result, due to lesser bladder volume.

Keywords: children; vesicoscopic approach; vesicoureteral reflux; ureterovesical
junction obstruction
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AKTyanbHOCTb Hue 3pPEeKTUBHOCTM AAaHHOFO AOCTYNA NPU eYEeHUMU

Hanbonee pacnpoCTpaHEeHHOM NaToN0rMK ypeTepo-

HeApeHne B NPaKTUKY BE3UKOCKONUYECKo- BE3MKA/IbHOIO CermeHTa — My3bIPHO-MOYETOYHUKO-

Bro (TpaHcBe3MKanbHOro, NHEBMOBE3MKO- Boro pedntokca (MMP) 1 obcTpyKuum ypeTtepo-Be-
cKonuyeckoro) goctyna (BA) npu neyeHum 3uKanbHoro coyctba (OYBC).

aHOManuii 1 3aboneBaHunit Ny3blPHO-MOYETOYHMKO- Bnepsble Be3nkockonuueckuit goctyn B 1995 r.

BOrO COYCTbSl U MOYEBOTIO Ny3bIps KaK anbTepHaTu- onucanu anoHckue Bpaun Okamura et al. [1], ony-

Bbl OTKPbLITOM XMPYPIrumn AeNaeT akTyasibHbIM U3yye- 6/11KoBaB AaHHble 0 12-TM NauMeHTax, KOTOpbIM B
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TeyeHue 1992-1994 rr. BbINOAHANM TPUTOHONNACTH-
Ky. B 2001 r. Gill et al. [2] coobwman o 2x naumeH-
Tax (10 n 11 net) c ogHOCTOPOHHMM MMP, KOTOpPbIM
6blN1a BbINOMHEHA PEUMMMIAHTALMA MOYETOYHMKOB
no KoaHy B[l ¢ 3anonHeHnem mo4eBOro nysbipA
ravuepuHom. B 2005 roay Yeung et al. [3] BnepBble
npeasioKUaAM BMECTO [ULEPUHA WCMNOJIb30BaTb
YFNEKMCAbIN Fa3 418 3aN0/IHEHUA MOYEBOTO Ny3bIps
KaK B TPaANLMOHHOW 1anapoCKonuu.

HakonneHHbI 3a nocnegHwe rogbl OMbIT Bbl-
NOJIHEHMA OMepaTUBHbIX BMeLlaTeNbCTB Ha Mouye-
BOM Ny3blpe C ucnosb3oBaHMem Bl gemoHcTpupyet
ero 3¢ deKTMBHOCTb Ha ypoBHe 93% [1-21], uTO, NoO
CylLecTBY, pPaBHOLLEHHO pe3y/abTaTaM TpPagMULMOH-
HOM OTKPbITOMN XMpyprm — 92-98% [22-23] v Bbiwe
YPOBHA ycnexa sHAocKonuyeckoro neveHma MNMP
npuv 3pPeKTUBHOCTU OAHOM UNM HECKONIbKUX NpoLe-
ayp, pasHon 85% [24].

YunTbiBas [0CTAaTOMHO BbICOKYH 3pdeKTus-
HOCTb, TEXHO/IOTMA B HacToALLEee BPEMS Bbi3blBaeT
BCe OOMbLIMIA MHTEpPeC Kak anbTepHaTMBa ApYyrux
MaJIOMHBA3MBHbBIX TEXHOJIOTMIA XMPYPIrUYECKOro Ne-
yeHuA. Mo AaHHbIM IUTEPaTYpbl, CPeaHUI BO3pacT
nauMeHTOB, KOTOPbIM Mcrnonb3oBanu B ana kop-

peKLuMu NaToNorMm ypetepoBe3nKaabHOro CermeHTa
M MOYEBOrO MNy3blps, cocTaBua YyTb 6bonee 10 net [1-
11,13-18, 20], ogHaKo nmetoTcs cooblueHms ob uc-
nosib30BaHWK B[], y nauMeHTOB NepBOro roga Xu3Hu
[7,8,12,19].

Llenb uccnedosaHusa: B nutepatype He npea-
CTaB/ieHbl pe3ynbTaTbl CPaBHUTENbHOrO aHaAM3a
3¢ PeKTMBHOCTM Mcnonb3oBaHua B npu nedeHun
NMMP n OYBC, 4yTo genaeTt akTyanbHbIM MU3yyeHUe
appekTMBHOCTN penmnnanHTaummn npu NMNMVIP n OYBC.

Martepuanbl U meTtoabl

C anpena 2013 r. no nonb 2017 r. ¢ Ucnonb3o-
BaHWem B[l 6binm onepupoBaHbl 134 nauneHTa no
nosogy NMMP n 24 nauunenTa no nosogy OYBC, sBcero
158 peteit (Tabn. 1).

l[eHpepHoe pacnpeaeneHne naumeHtos — 81
OeBOYKa U 77 ManbyMKOB B BO3pacTe OT 2X mecA-
ues Ao 18 net, cpegHMin BO3pacT 60/bHbIX COCTaBWA
64,2+ 51,6 mecaues (Tabn. 2).

CoopmupoBaHbl Age rpynnbl nauneHTos. MNep-
Bas rpynna coctosia 13 134 601bHbIX, ONepupoBaH-
HbIX no nosoay NMMP (aesouku (53,7%), 62 manbun-

Ta6nuua 1. CTpyKTypa noparkeHuii ypeTepoBe3nKalbHOro CEerMeHTa y AeTeld, OonepupoBaHHbBIX C

ucnonbsosaHuem B/

Table 1. Structure of ureterovesical junction pathologies in children, underwent surgery with use of VA

Ne [varuos /Diagnosis Konunuectso nauueHToB

No Number of patients

1 MMP ogHOCTOPOHHMIA 71 (44,9%)
VUR, unilateral

2 MMP aByCTOPOHHMUI 41 (25,9%)
VUR, bilateral

3 NMMP B yaBO€EHHblE BEpXHUE MOYeBble NyTH 16 (10,1%)
VUR into duplicated upper urinary tract

4 OaHOCTOpOHHMI TTMP+auBepTUKyn mouesoro nysbipa Unilateral VUR+Urinary 1(0,6%)
bladder diverticulum

5 QYBC nocne sHaokoppeKuun MMP 5(3,1%)
UVJO after VUR endocorrection

6 OYBC 17 (10,7%)
uvio

7 OYBC MOYEeTOYHMKA BepXHel Mos0BUHbI yABOEHHOM noyku UVJO of an ureter of 1(0,6%)
the upper half of a duplex kidney

8 OYBC MOYeTOYHWMKa BepxHel MOJ0BUHbI e4UHCTBEHHOW YABOEHHOM MOYKM, My- 1(0,6%)
3bIPHO-MOYETOUYHMNKOBbIV PeBNIOKC B HUMKHIOKO NMONOBUHY
UVJO of an ureter of the upper half of the solitary duplex kidney, vesicoureteral
reflux to the lower half

9 OYBC mo4eToYHMKA, AMBEPTUKYA MOYEBOro MNy3bipA 1(0,6%)
UVJO of an ureter, urinary bladder diverticulum

10 TMP B yaBOEHHble BepXHME MOYeBble NyTW NOCae pacceyeHns ypetepouene 4 (2,5%)

VUR into duplicated upper urinary tract after dissection of ureterocele

Wtoro /Total:

158 (100%)
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Tabnuua 2. Bo3pact 60nbHbIX
Table 2. Age of the patients

::‘Iz Bospact / Age Konuuectso nauunenTos / Quantity of patients
1 po 1-ro roga 25 (15,8%)
less than 1 year
2 1-3roga 45 (28,4%)
1-3 years
3 4-17 net 88 (55,7%)
4-17 years
Wtoro / Total: 158 (100%)
Tabnuua 3. PacnpeaeneHue nauymeHTos no creneHn NMVIP u rmgpoHedposa
Table 3. Distribution of patients by the degree of VUR and hydronephrosis
CreneHb NMMP / WUTtoro
Degree of VUR : I i v v Total:
lpynna 1 15 28 56 58 20 177
Group 1 (8,5%)  (15,8%) (31,6%) (32,8%) (11,3%) (100%)
CreneHb ruapoHedposa (SFU) I Il I v
Degree of hydronephrosis (SFU)
lpynna 2 0 0 7 18 25
Group 2 (28%) (72%) (100%)

Ka (46,3%)), cpeaHuii Bo3pact — 69,3+ 51,7 mec.
43 naumeHTam (32,0%) npoussepeHa [ABYCTOPOH-
HAA ypeTepounctoHeoumnaaHTauma, 91 nauuneHTty
(67,9%) — OQHOCTOPOHHSAA YypeTepouUCTOHEOUM-
nnaHTauma. Bcero mmnnaHtuposaHo 177 pedntok-
CUPYHOLLMX MOYETOYHUKOB.

Bropas rpynna coctoana us 24x 6onbHbIX, one-
pupoBaHHbIX no nosogy OYBC, us Hux 18 (75%)
C NepBUYHbIM OBCTPYKTMBHBIM Meraypetepom, 5
(20,8%) — c OYBC nocne BBegeHuAa obbemoobpa-
3ylowero npenapaTa. leHgepHoe pacnpegeneHue
B rpynne — 9 aesouvek (37,5%), 15(62,5%) manb-
ynkos. CpegHuin Bospact — 35,6+ 40,8 mec. OgHo-
My naumeHTy (4,1%) npousseneHa ABYCTOPOHHAA
ypeTepouncTtoHeoMmMmnaaHTauma, 23m naumeHTam
(95,8%) — OQHOCTOPOHHSAA YypeTepouUCTOHEOUM-
naaHTaumaA. Bcero B 31Ol rpynne UMNAaHTMPOBAHO
25 MOYeTOYHMKOB.

[Ons onpepeneHns NoKasaHWM K onepauun umc-
nonb3osaan Y3W, sKcKpeTopHyto yporpaduio, pe-
TPOrpagHyld MWKLMOHHYKO uuctoypetporpadutio,
pafnoun3oTonHoe wuccnefoBaHWe nodvek. [lepsoe
KOHTpO/IbHOe obcnefoBaHMe MNpoBOAUAWN 4Yepes
3, 6, nan 12 mecAues nocae onepauum, Kotopoe
BKAtOYano Y3U, aKkckpeTopHyto yporpaduto, peTpo-
rpasHyt0 MUKLMOHHYIO uucToypeTporpaduto.

TexHuka onepayuu. MNonoxKeHne naumeHtTa —
Ha CMWHe Cc pa3BefeHHbIMW B CTOPOHbI HOFaMu, Nog-
NOXEHHbIM MNOJ AroAMLbl BaJIMKOM (C Leblo co3aa-
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HWA HAaKNOHA TaKMM 06pPa3om, YTOObI MPOMEKHOCTb
6bl1a POTMPOBAHA KBEPXY M MAKCMMaAbHO Npunbaun-
YKEHa K rOPU3OHTaNbHOMY MONOXKEHMIO). o4 KOH-
TPOJIEM LIUCTOCKONA M Ha GOHE TYroro Hamo/IHeHUA
MOYEBOrO My3blpA CTEPUSbHON BOAOM OCyLLecT-
BNAIIOT BPEMEHHYIO GUKCALMIO MOYEBOTO My3bipaA K
nepeaHel 6ptoWwHOM cTeHKe. Y pebeHKa maaaLwero
BO3pacTa M Npu c1abo BblpaXKeHHOM NOAKOKHO-KMU-
POBOI KNeTyaTKe MCMOb3YIOT KPYMHYH KOHOLLYHO
nnn pexxyuyto muray ¢ 0/0, 2/0 nnum 3/0 HUTbIO (pUc.
1a). Y naumeHToB 6onee cTapluiero Bo3pacta 1 npu
BbIPaYKEHHOM MOAKOXKHO-KMPOBOM C/l0€e GUKCaLMIO
BbIMNOJHAOT MyTEM MPOBeAEHUs Yyepes MyHKLMOH-
HYIO My B MPOCBET My3blpA GUKCUPYIOLWLEN HUTH,
My3blPHbIA KOHEL, KOTOPOW BbIBOAAT Ha NepeaHHo
OPIOLHYO CTEHKY C MOMOLLBIO AUTATYPHOW NeTau,
KOTOPYtO BBOAAT B MPOCBET My3blpA Yepes JOMNOHU-
TeNbHbIN NPOKOA KOXKM (puc. 2b).

Yepes nepeaHioto GPIOLLHYIO CTEHKY B MOYEBOM
ny3blpb BBOAAT TpM TpoaKapa (pwuc. 2a). MNepsblii
(5 Mm) — oA ONTUKKM, Ha cepeanHe PAcCTOAHMA
MeXAay MyMKOM M JIOHOM, ABa MAHWMYASALMOHHbIX
(3 MM) — cMMMeETpUYHO B NpaBol M NeBol nopg-
B340LUHO-NMAx0BblX 06/1aCTAX C TaKUM pPacyeToMm,
4yT0bbI OCb CHPOPMMPOBAHHOTO BMOCAEACTBMM NOA-
C/IM3NCTOrO TOHHENs MAKCMMasIbHO coBMagana ¢
0Cbl0 BBEAEHHbIX MaHUNyNaTopoB. (puc. 2b).

MUAKOCTb B MOYEBOM My3blpe 3aMEHAIT Ha
YIeKUCNbIA a3, NOALEPKMBAsA ero AaB/ieHne BO
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PucyHok 1. NMpoBegeHue GpuKcupytoweii HUTU y NauneHToB maaauwero (a) u crapuero so3pacrtos (b)
Figure 1. Application of the fixing suture in patients of younger (a) and older (b) age

PUCYHOK 2. YcTaHOBKA TPOaKapoB B MOYeBOM Ny3blpb (a) u PpuKcauma ux K nepegHeii 6ptowHoit cteHke (b)
Figure 2. Installing of troacars into the bladder (a) and their fixation to the anterior abdominal wall (b)

Bpemsa onepaunu Ha yposHe 10-12 mm pT. cT. B co-
OTBETCTBYIOLLME TpOaKapbl BBOAAT JIaNapoCKoM W
MAHUMYNATOPbI, HAKNAAbIBAOT LIOB—AEPMKANKY HA
CNU3UCTYIO B 30HE YCTbe MOYETOYHWKA U HayMHa-
tOT BblAeNleHNne MOYETOYHUKA C MOMOLLbIO KProYvKa
aneKkTpokoarynauumn (puc 3a). 3atem dopmupytoT
NOAC/AU3UCTbIN TOHHENb (puc. 3b).

HaknagblBatoT CKONb3ALWMIA 3KCTPaKoprnopab-
HbII WOB paccacblBatolleinca MoOHOHUTbIO (4/0, 5/0)
Ha 4eTpy30p C 3axBaTOM M PUKCALMEN MOYETOUHMU-
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Ka (pwuc. 4a). YiumMBatoT AeTPy30p B 30HE BblAeNeHUsA
MOYETOYHMKA. MOoYEeTOYHMK NPOBOAAT B CHOpMUMPO-
BaHHbIN NOACAM3UCTbIN TOHHEND (puc. 4b).
YwwusatoT gedeKT cAM3NCTON MOYEBOTo My3bipsA
HafZ 06/1acTblo A0OMNEPALNOHHON MPOEKLMU YCTbA
MOYETOYHMKa (puc. 5a). PopmUpylOT yCTbe Moye-
TOYHWMKA B HOBOM MECTE Y3/10BbIMU MHTPAKOPMO-
panbHbiMK WwWBamm (puc. 5b). Pesekuuto n cnatyns-
LLMIO YCTbA MoYeToYHMKa npu NMMP He npoun3soaAr.
Mpn OYBC nponsBogmTca pesekuma CTeHO3NpPo-
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BAaHHOrO y4acTKa MOYEeTOYHWKA, U eC/n No3BoAAeT NpPOW3BECTM OMNMCAHHYIO Bbile npoueayp, (3To, Kak
ero AJINHa, TO ypeTepoLuMCTOaHACTOMO3 HaK/laabl- npasuno, npoucxogmt npu OYBC nocne BeBepeHus
BAeTCA C BbIBOPAYMBAHMEM CTEHKM MOYETOUYHMKA obbemoobpasytolllero npenapara), TO UCCEKaeTcs
n GopMMPOBAHMEM HOBOIMO YCTbA B BUAE «COCKa» NOpPaXKEHHbIN Y4aCTOK M MOYETOYHUK DUKCMpyeTCa
(puc. 6a), ecnn gAnMHA MOYETOUYHMKA He No3BoAseT Y3/10BbIMM LWIBaMM C cobalogeHMEM NPUHLMMA YeT-

PucyHok 3. BbiBeaeHne MoYeToOUHMKa B NPOCBET ny3bipa (a), popmmuposaHue nogcamsmcroro ToHHens (b)
Figure 3. Ureteral reimplantation to the urinary bladder (a), formation of the submucous tunnel (b)

PucyHoK 4. MNepBblii WOB Ha AETPY30p C O4HOBPEMEHHOI PUKcaLmeit MoYeToUuHUKa (a), npoBeaeHMe MOYETOYHMKA
B chOpMUPOBaAHHbI NOACNU3UCTDLIN TOHHeNDb (b)
Figure 4. The first suture - on the detrusor muscle with simultaneous fixation of the ureter (a), reimplantation of the
ureter to the formated submucous tunnel (b)

PucyHoK 5. YuunsaHue gedekra camsucroi (a) u popmmuposaHneaptTmduLmManbHOro ycrbsa moyetTouHuka (b)
Figure 5. Suturing of the mucous membrane defect (a) and formation of an artificial ureteral orifice (b)
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PUCYHOK 6. YpeTepoLucToaHacTomos ¢ GopMUpOBaHMEM YCTbA B BUAeE cocKa (a) n popmuposBaHue ycTba
C YETKMM COMOCTaB/IEeHUEM CAIN3UCTOI MOYETOYHUKA U CAN3UCTOM moyeBoro nysbipsa (b)
Figure 6. Ureteroneocyctostomy with formation of the papilla-like orifice (a) and formation of the orifice with
clear opposition of the ureteral mucosa and mucosa of the bladder (b)

KOro COMOCTaBAEHWUA CAM3UCTON MOYEBOrO My3bips
CO C/IN3UCTOM MOYETOYHMKa (puc. 6b).

He ©Oblin ppeHWpoBaHbl BepxXHWE MOYEBbIE
nyTu, y 57-mu (36,0%) n3 158-mn naumeHToB, ecnm
nocne 3asepleHna GOPMUPOBAHUA HOBOFO YCTbsA
MOYa MHTEHCMBHO BblAEeNANACb M3 HEero B MpocBeT
ny3sblpsa (puc. 5b). Y geteli go roga v B cnyyasx, Kor-
na $yHKuMA cHOPMMPOBAHHONO YCTbA Bbi3biBasa
COMHEHUA, BEpPXHME MOYEBble NYyTU APEHUPOBAIU
KaTeTepom 4-6 Fr., KOTOpbI BBOAWIM PETPOrpasHO
yepes apTuduumanbHoe yctbe y 101ro maymeHTa.
[uncTanbHbli KOHew, ApeHaXHoM TpybKu BbiBOAMAMU
yepes ypeTpy Yy AEBOYEK UM 4yepe3 TpOoaKapHble
MPOKO/bl B NOAB340LLHO-MAaX0BbIX 061aCTAX Y Masib-
4ynkoB. CpegHUN CPOK UX APEHMPOBAHMA COCTaBUA
3,76%2,8 cyT. B rpynne MMMP BepxHue mo4veBsble nyT1
OpeHnpoBaHbl y 84 naumeHToB (61,7%) cpokom Ha
3,3+1,7 cyt. Y nauymeHtoB ¢ OYBC BepxHue mouye-
Bble MyTW ApeHupoBaHbl y 17 apeteit (70,8%) npo-
OoMmKuTeNnbHoCTblo 5,9+7,2 cyt. MouyeBoi nysbipb
APEHMPOBaNU y BCeX 6€3 UCKIIOYEHWUA NaLMEHTOB.
CpenHee Bpemsa ApeHNPOBAHMA MOYEBOr0 Ny3bIpA —
3,242,2 cyt. B rpynne NMMP — 3,1+2,0 cyT. Y 60nb-
Hbix ¢ OYBC — 3,9+2,9 cyr.

Pe3ynbraTtbl

CpeaHAs nNPOAO/IKUTENBHOCTL Onepauum C
ncnosbsoBaHnem B[l y Bcex 60/abHbIX cocTaBuna
128,6 50,0 MuH., y 6onbHbix ¢ MMP (121,6%44,1
MWH.) OHa 6bla1a HECKO/NIbKO MEHbLUE, YeM y aeTen
¢ OYBC (168,9462,4 muH.). MocneonepaLnoHHbIN
KOMKO-AeHb cocTaBun 6,3+2,4 cyt., B rpynne NMMP —
5,9+2,1 cyT., B rpynne OYBC — 8,1+3,1 cyT. Y nauu-
eHToB C¢ MMMP pedntokc ycTpaHeH y 131 naumeHTa
(97,7%), B rpynne c OYBC ob6CcTpyKumns ycTpaHeHa y
23x nauneHToB (95,8%) (Tabn. 4).
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MocneonepaunoHHble OCNOXHEHUA BO3HUKAN B
25cnyyanx (15,8%) v oueHUBaAMCb NO Knaccudmka-
umn KnasbeH-AnHao (tabn. 5).

BbiABNEHHblE OCNOXHEHUA MOXHO pasfennTb
Ha TpwW rpynnbl.

lepsas epynna — 3TO OCNOXKHEHWA 0bLWEXMNPYpP-
rMYecKoro nopsAgKa, He cBA3aHHble ¢ 0cobeHHOCTA-
MW TEXHUKWU, UCMONb3YEMOMN NPU permnaaHTaLmm
OBCTPYKTUBHBIX U PedIOKCUPYIOWMX MOYETOYHU-
KOB. K HUM OTHOCATCA MUTrpauma NepKyTaHHOTo Ape-
HaXa BEPXHUX MOYEBbIX NyTel, NoATEKaHUE MOYMU
M3 TPOAKAPHOro MPOKOJIa, OKO/MOMNY3blipHAsA YPUHO-
Ma, WHKPYCTaUMA COMAMM LLUOBHOTO matepuana. B
c/nyyae, Korga Habatodanocb NoaTeKaHWe Mouu U3
TPOAKapHOro NpoKona nocne yAaneHusa ApeHaxa,
JNIMKBMOMPOBaTb OC/IOKHEHME yAanocb YCTaHOB-
KOW ypeTpanbHOro Katetepa. B ogHom cnyyae npu
obcnenoBaHUM Yepes rof BbisiBAeH Hebo/blIon
OVBEPTUKYN MOYEBOTO My3blps, HE Bbl3blBAOLLUIA
KAMHUYECKUX U NabopaTopHbIX NposABAeHUI. Y oa-
HOro NauWeHTa BO3HWKAA pPeTporpagHasa Murpauus
HapY)KHOTO ApeHaXka MOYeTOYHMKa B MOJIOCTb MO-
4yeBOro ny3bipa, NnoTpeboBaBLUaA TPAHCYpPETPaIbHO-
ro ero yganeHua B paHHem Moc/eonepaLmoHHOM
nepuoze. B ogHOmM cnyvyae AMArHOCTMPOBaHa OKO-
JlonysblipHan ypMHOMA, Ha 9e cyTKM noTpeboBaBsLIan
JlanapoCKOMMYEecKoro ApeHupoBaHuA. Yepes He-
CKO/MIbKO /IeT nocae onepaumm obHapy»KeHbl MHO-
poAHble Tena MO4YeBOro My3bipA B BUAE Hepaccachl-
BAIOLLLErocs LWOBHOMO mMaTepuana C MHKpycTaumen
ero KaMHsIMM, TMKBUAMPOBAHHbIE TPAHCYpeTpab-
HbIM yaaneHneM.

Bmopasa epynna ocnoxHeHuli — 3TO OCNOXHe-
HWA, CBA3AHHble C TPAH3UTOPHLIMU HapYLIEHUAMMU
naccaxka mouym B obnactu aptuoumumanbHoro YBC.
B Tpex HabnoaeHWAX BblABAEHA OCTpasa MosHas
06CcTpyKUuMa B 06a1acTU ypeTepoBe3nKaibHOro Co-
YyCTbA B pPaHHEM MNOC/eonepaunMoHHOM Mepuose,
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Tabnuua 4. Pesynbratbl ucnonb3osaHua B, y naumeHtos c MMP u OYBC
Table 4. Results of VA use in patients with VUR and UVJO

lpynna 1 lpynna 2

Nokasatensb / Parameter Group 1 Group 2 P
KoHBepcus 2 (1,5%) 1(4,1%) -
Conversion
CpepnHuii Bo3pacT, Mec. 69,3 35,6 p<
Mean age, months
CpepiHee Bpemsa onepaumn, MUH. 121,6 168,9 p<
Mean operating time, min
MocneonepaunoHHbIN Nepuoa B cTaLMoHape, cyT. 5,9 8,1 p<
Postoperative period in the hospital, days
Paspewenune NMMP n OYBC, % 97,7 95,8 p>0,05
Resolving of VUR and UVJO, %

Tabnuuya 5. OcnoxkHeHusa B no KnaebeH-[AMHA0 B Uccnegyembix rpynnax
Table 5. VA complications by Clavien-Dindo in the study groups
OcnoxKHeHue lpynna 1 lpynna 2
Complication Group 1 (n-134) Group 2 (n-24)

O6wexupypruyeckue /
General surgical
Mwurpauma nepKyTaHHOTO APEHaXKa BEPXHUX MOYEBbIX NMyTel B MOYEBOM 1(0,7%) -
ny3sblpb (et /gr)
Migration of percutaneous drainage of the upper urinary tract into the
bladder
MoATeKaHMe MOYM U3 TPOAKAPHOTO NPOKOAA NOC/E YAANEHUA APEeHAXKa 1(0,7%) -
Urinary leak form the troacar puncture after removal of the drainage (Ict. /gr)
OKosiony3blpHasa ypuHoOMa 1(0,7%) -
Perivesical urinoma (er. /gr)
Hanunuune n (Man) MHKpyCTaLmMA WOBHOMO MaTepuana KaMHAMMU 2 (1,4%) -
Presence and (or) incrustation of the suture material with calculi (et /gr)
OnBEePTUKYN MOYEBOro Ny3blps - 1(4,1%)
Urinary bladder diverticulum (lcr./gr)
Bcero / Total 5(3,7%) 1(4,1%)
TpaH3UTOPHbIE HapyLUEeHWUsA ypoamMHaMMKM B obnactn YBC /
Transitory urodynamic disorders in the UVJ area
Ob6ocTpeHue nuenoHedpuTa 4(2,9%) -
Pyelonephritis relapse (ler. /gr)
MpexogAwan obcTpykuma B obnactn YBC 5(3,7%) 2 (8,3%)
Transient obstruction in the UVJ area (Ict. /gr) (lcr./gr)
OcTpan nonHasn obcTpyKuma B obnactm YBC B paHHem MMM 1(0,7%) 2 (8,3%)
Acute total obstruction in the area of UVJ in the early PP (Ncr. /gr) (et /gr)
Bcero / Total 10 (7,4%) 4 (16,7%)
CToliKoe HapylueHWe ypoamHamukm B obnactu YBC /
Persistent urodynamic disorder in the UVJ area
CTeHOo3 AMCTaNbHOro OTAeN1a MOYETOYHMKA 1(0,7%) -
Stenosis of the distal part of the ureter (Ncr. /gr)
Peunans 3(2,2%) 1(4,1%)
Relapse (Nicr. /gr) (Nt /gr)
Bcero / Total 4 (2,9%) 1(4,1%)
Wtoro / Total: 19 (14,2%) 6 (25%)
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noTpeboBaBLIaA BPeMeHHOM YCTaHOBKM MYHKLMOH-
HbIX HedpocTom. CBA3b OC/OMKHEHWA 3TOM rPynMnbl
c aTmonormven natonormm YBC cyuiectBeHHa, oHa
MOMeT OblTb OTHECEHA K OCOOEHHOCTAM TeyeHwun
nocsieonepaLMoHHOro nepmMoaa nocsie pemmmniaH-
Taunm no nosoay NMMP n OYBC. Yactota pas3suTtuA
3TUX OC/IOXKHEHWW CYLLECTBEHHO Bbille BO BTOPOW
rpynne, YTo AeNaeT aKTya/ibHbIM U3y4YeHMe BOnpoca
0 ANNTENBbHOCTM M cnocobe aepuBauvm Mo4vum B No-
cneonepauMoHHOM nNepuoae.

Tpemoea 2pynna ocsoxHeHUl — 3TO rpynna oc-
NIOXKHEHUI, noTpeboBaBLINX NOBTOPHOM peMMNAAaH-
TauMM MOYeTOYHMKOB. Cpeamn MaLMeHTOB TpeTbel
rpynmnbl y og4HOro 60/IbHOro pa3Buaach 06CTPYKLUSA
B 0bnactn ypeTtepoBe3nKasbHOrO aHAaCTOMO3a Ye-
pe3 6 mecALEeB NOC/e BE3MKOCKONMMUYECKOW ypeTepo-
LMCTOHEOMMNAAHTALUKX NO NOBOAY ABYCTOPOHHErO
NMMP, emy npousBeaeHa peTporpagHas ycTtaHOBKaA
BHYTPEHHEro MO4YeTOYHMKOBOIO CTEHTA Ha 2 meca-
ua. Peumansbl BO3HUKAM Y 3 MaLMEHTOB B rpynne ¢
NMMP ny 1-ro — B rpynne c OYBC.

K KoHBepcun npuwnocb npuberHyts B 3 (1,8%)
cny4yasx: ogHaxKapl B rpynne c OYBC (4,1%), n aax-
abl B rpynne MMP (1,5%).

O6cykaeHue

HaKon/ieHHbIN OMbIT AEMOHCTPUPYET, YTO Be-
3MKOCKOMMYECKan onepauma ocTaeTcs A0CTaTOYHO
TPYAOEMKUM U  CAOMHBIM XUPYPrUYEecKUM BMe-
lIaTeNbCTBOM, YTO OrpaHUYMBaET ee LUMPOKOe MUC-
nosb3osaHue [2, 4-9, 13-17, 19, 21]. OHa TpebyeT
ONTENbHOTO Nepuoaa obyyeHns Aaske y yposioros,
06/124at0LLMX XOPOLLUMMMN MaHYyaIbHbIMU HaBbIKaMu
NanapoCKONMUYecKomn XMpypruu.
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Bmecte ¢ Tem, Bl no3BonsaeT BbINOAHATL NpakK-
TMYECKM BECb CMEKTP XUPYPrUYECKUX BMELLATENBCTB
Ha Be3NKOypeTepasibHOM CErMEHTE MU MOYEBOM My-
3blpe y geteit, obecneunBan BbICOKY 3ddeKTUB-
HOCTb MO AaHHbIM BO/bLUMHCTBA U3YYEHHbIX HAaMMU
ny6amnKaunin Ha yposHe 93% [1-21]

Mpn aHanuse nuTepaTypbl, MNOCBALLEHHOWN pe-
3ynbTaTam ucnonb3osaHua B npu nevyeHun MNMMP
n OYBC, 6b110 06HapyXKeHo, 4YTo cpeaHas addek-
TUBHOCTb meToga npu neveHuu NMP ¢ nosmuymun
ycTpaHeHua pedtokca coctasmaa 91,5% [1-11, 13-
17, 20], npu onepauusax no nosogy OYBC — 95,5%
[4, 12-13, 18-19]. Mo gaHHbIM NUTEpaTypbl, bonee
BbICOKAA 4acTOTa OCNOXMHEHWI XapaKTepHa Ans
C/ly4aeB peMmmniaHTauumM MOYETOYHMKOB MO MOBO-
Ay OYBC [4], uTo Mo*KeT bbITb CBA3aHO C Heobxoan-
MOCTbIO BHYTPUMY3bIPHOM MOBMAM3ALUUM ASTUHHOTO
N LWMPOKOTO MOYETOYHMKA U MEHbBLUMM BO3PACTOM
naLMeHTOB 3TOM KaTeropuu.

BbiBOAbI

Mcnonb3osaHue Bl y naymentos ¢ NNMP conpo-
BOXgaeTcs 6onee HWM3KOM 4acToTOM nmocneonepa-
LMOHHbIX OCNOXKHEHUM, NO CPABHEHUIO C BOJMbHbI-
MU, onepuposBaHHbiMM no nosoay OYBC. MoxKHO
NpeanosoXKNUTb, YTO BbiABIEHHAA 3aKOHOMEPHOCTb
cBA3aHHa ¢ 6osee 3penbiM BO3PACTOM MaLMEHTOB,
onepupoBaHHbIX no nosogy NMMP un, chegosatesnb-
HO, BonbwKMm obbemom pabouyero MPOCTPaHCTBA,
06/1eryaoLWMm BbINOSHEHWE PEUMMIAHTALUN MO-
YeToYHUKa. lonyvyeHHble pe3yabraTbl AEMOHCTPU-
pytoT ypoBeHb 3G PeKTUBHOCTM Npu feveHmum NMMVIP u
OYBC ¢ ncnonb3oBaHMeM BE3UKOCKOMUYECKOro A0-
CTyna conoCTaBMMbIN C OTKPbITON XMpPYyprue.
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